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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
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Responsive to communication(s) filed on 07 January 2005 . 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Ouayte, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: There 
are no subtitles in the specification. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 1 02 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the Invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

Claims 1-3, 5, and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Ono et al. (US 5,235,466). 

Regarding claim 1, Ono ('466) teaches in figure 1 and the corresponding 
text a lens system, the lens system comprising: a first lens (6) having a first 
refractive index and a second lens (5) having a second refractive index, the 
second refractive index being higher than the refractive index of air and lower 
than the first refractive index (read quartz vs. glass), wherein the first and the 
second lens each have an outer surface and a generally aspherical critical 
refractive surface, said critical refractive surfaces having complementary shapes 
(read flat) and being arranged in direct contact with each other such that a 
refractive interface for the lens system is formed between the first and the 
second lens. 
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Please note that the limitation of "for use in manufacturing CRT screens" 
is an intended use limitation and thus has not been afforded patentable weight. 
Regarding claim 2, Ono ('466) teaches the outer surface of the first lens is 

flat. 

Regarding claim 3, Ono ('466) teaches the outer surface of the second 
lens is flat. 

Regarding claim 5, Ono ('466) teaches both the first and the second lens 
are made from a solid material. 

Regarding claim 6, Ono ('466) teaches the first lens is made from quartz 
and the second lens is made from glass. 

Claim Rejections - 35 UBC § 103 
3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ono et al. (US 5,235,466), of record, in view of van Nes et-al. (US 4,222,642). 

Regarding claim 7, Ono teaches all of the claimed limitations except for 
the method of making a screen for a CRT. 

Further regarding claim 7, van Nes ('642) teaches in figure 2 and the 
corresponding text a device for making a screen for a CRT comprised of, in part, 
a lens (9) for the purpose of producing even phosphor lines. 
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Hence it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use 
the method of making device of Van Ness with the lens of Ono for the purpose of 
producing even phosphor lines. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
4. Claim 4 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations 
of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable 
subject matter: The prior art of record neither shows nor suggest a lens system 
of comprised of, in part, a solid material, and the second lens is made from a 
liquid material, the first lens being submerged in said liquid material and the liquid 
material being enclosed in a transparent container. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Joseph L. Williams whose telephone number 
is (571) 272-2465. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (6:30AM- 
3:00 PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Nimeshkumar D. Patel can be reached on (571) 272- 
2457. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/520,486 



Page 5 



Art Unit: 2879 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. . , ^ . 




Joseph L. Williams 
Primary Examiner 
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